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c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)^ applicant's representative] 
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Claim(s) discussed: 1 and 12 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Lim (US 2002/0039089 ADand patent 7, 145.539 B1 . 
Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached, g)^ was not reached. h)D N/A. 
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reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
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I Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 

agreement was reached, or any other comments: Applicant representative and examiner discussed arguments under 
remark mailed on 10-26-2007 regarding Claims 1 and 12. Examiner suggesting and pointing out with column and line 
numbers; the argued limitations were diclosed in cited prior art of Lim US patent 7,145,539, represented earlier by US 
PGPUB 2002/0039089 A1. Applicant attorney suggested to reply with office action (Final), which will give him plenty 
time to discuss the subject matter with applicant and make final decision. Examiner agreed to send office action per 
applicant's representative's suggestion. 



